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REMARKS. 

Applicants request reconsideration and allowance in view of the .fpllb^ 
Claims l -9 and 13-61 ^ pending- wi^ qlaims 1, 20, 25^ 26, and 39 feeing independent; No new 
matter has been introduced; 

As a preliminary m^er, ^plic^te ffi^Ex^^^Nguyen % the courtesies extended 
to Applic^-r^^ 20G7. This 

response reflects the isiibstance of the interview. 

Claim 39 has been objected jfqr a minor irtformality. Applicants have amended claim 39 
mid submitthat the amendmept to cl^m 39 addresses -all of ihe is 
Therefor^ Applicants rcspmfoi 

Claims l-9and 13-57 Were rejected as being anticipated by Selgas fUJS. Mem Number 
6,57.1,290). Applicants respectiully request rw 

because Selg^ fails to descri^ ^ 
20, 25, 26, and 39, as described below, 

For example, as. amended; itide^ 1 recites, inter alia, accessing 

history infbnnation describihgp^rfo statistic? including at least one of abnormal 
disconnect^ 

longer active network connection between the clieht rtbde and tM hbM ripdfe. Applicants submit; 
that Selgas fails to describe w suggest ^ 

Specifically' Selgas descnbesiasy^m tiiat^ to access onc bf several ISPs.. 

Col; 5, lines 50-57 and cbl 8, lines 32-35. In one aspect, the system^f Selgas selects an ISP for; 
the user based on a relmbili^; af the ISP connecting the use to the luternet Cbi: 21, lines 4-8; 
To determine reliability, the system of Selgas general thatkeeps 
track of the times a cbhriectibn is mad first try, second- 1^, etc, for each avai lable access 

phone number or ISP. Col. 21, lines ; 41-48^ Although Selgas describes ke^mg track of the 
times a connection is made omthe first tr$ second try, etc., Selgas f^ls to describe b 
accessing configuration history ihfbrmatibn at least 

one of abnormal discbnriect rate J^^^ or signal-to-noise rate of W least one 

previous and no longer active network connectto^ In 
particular; the inibnn^ibn client histogram describes 
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the probability^ 23, lines 19-21^ rather 

than p^fbrmanee ^statistics incluaingM busy 
rate, or signaUtb-noisefrate, therefore, Selgas M 

configuration Wstory ihfonnatibn Jeastonepf 
abnormal discpim^ 

and no longer active net\yo^ lq 
amended independent claim: L 

In addition^ fec^ui?e Selgas fmfe to describe pr suggest 
information describing performance includih^M leaist one o^briorirai v d^6iin^raa^ 

retain rate, b^ 

connection between the slient^ describe or 

suggest using the eonfiguraition history to 
deterfnine whether a^ ^of tt^p<§rfo^ at least one. of abnormal 

disconnect rate, retain ra^^ least brie previous- and hp 

longer active network connection fails to satisfy the desired rietwp^ performance 
rate and, if^ 

one of abnormal disconnect ra^ of the at le^t one 

previous and no lorigeracti venetwork cbMeetioff^krtp ^isfy ^ 
performance rule, modi^ng the at le# 

the; network connection between the dient node and the;h^ as also recite^m amended 

independent claim 1 . 

Accordingly,^ at lea^tithese reasons,; Applicants respectMlly reque«tirecons 
and withdrawal of the rej ection of cldm 1 andi its dependent cliaims. 

Independent ;claSms;2(); 2S,£6, arid 3»?Udttougli diijerentin scope frpm; claa.m; l and each 
other, include featiu^s Therefore^ for at 

least the reasons presented ^ove Mth^peet toeiairii 1, ^plicafflfe ^pecjtfully request 
reconsideration ^d vvnthdri^al 6f Jh^ 
dependent claims^ 
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Mew claims $fc6i each d^endMirectly or -indfii^tly independent claims 1 arid 39, 
At least for the reason of that depe^ the reasons: noted a^ 

indepehderit claiinsr 1 and 39, Applicants submi^that claims 5^&1 are allowable, 

Itis believed that all of the peridingfissues have been addressed. However, the absence of 
a reply to a specific rejection, issue or comme^ or concession 

of l^hat rejection, issue or comment fciadditi^^ above may not be 

exhaustive, them may be reasons ^^patentability of any or all pending claims (of dffierxlaicte) 
that have not been expressed. FiMly^hothing i shbuld be construed as an intent to 

concede any issue wit^ specifically stated in this reply, and the 

amendment, of an^^^^ of unpatentabiHty of the claim 

prior to its ^endment. 

Appl icants submit that - all claims, are in condition for ^allowance; 

Pursuant to 37 GFR § l r the pen 6d ib^is^ns? to .fee- • 

final 0^^^6n-d^e$-'^ral; 12, 2007 be extended for two months to and including September: 
12, 2007. 

The fee in ^ fee;($7?0), theexcess claim 

fees ($200), and the two-month extension of time; fte paid concuitently herewith 

on the Electronic Fi to Please apply 

any other charges or credits:fo^ 

Respectfully submitted^ 

Date: f/jjJjt&Sl _ J&jtZT ^ '■ 

Jeremy J . Motxaldo 
Reg. No. 58,680 

Fish & Richardson P.C. 
1425 K Street, N.W. 
11th Floor 

Washington, DC 20005-3500 
Telephone: (202) 783f5.070 
Facsimile: (202) 783-2331 
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